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Firſt, That the Eternal Certainty of Contingent 
Events cannot be proved; but that the Con- 
tradiction to it is true and demonſtrable. 


_ Secondly, That the ſeveral Arguments, Whether from 
Reaſon or Revelation, offered by the Rev. Mr. Bliſs, 
Mr. Norman, and the nameleſs Aube, in Defence 
of 1 * are Weak and Inconclufive. 
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Part rhe Firp. 


'T the End 4 my Letter to Mr. Norman 
I naage the Controveriy between us to 
lc Silly in thele three 7 Hing. 4-2 
Ji, Whether any Events were eternally 

ce tain, without a /2ecree to make them 102 

_ decoadly, N hether, God fureknew from Etar- 
nity that 1 the Sins of the Creature Would cer- 

| Tomy be, and yet never decreed they ſbuuld he? 

Thirdly, Whether any Events can be both 
future and contingent, at the tame tine? 

All which the Gentlemen, who have wrote 
2ainſt me, ahr m; and 1 deny. 

"Upon the laff Point in Liſterence, I obſer⸗ 
ved, did depend the other 72vo. Becaule, if 
chere be no Events contingent, and yet certain, 
it can be no Diſputæ, Whether any cont ingen 
Events were eternally certain without a De- 
cres? Or, Whether they could be known to 
be to, bur in the Decree ? Since upon this 


and therefore cannot be kzows to be certain. 


. © nor need I then be afraid of meeting with 


Appendix to my Letter, in which I ſhould 


 Contradittion to it was true and demonſtrable. 
To which he replys, in an Appendix to his 
own Letter, © Let this be once made out, and 


ee, 
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Suppoſition they will not be certain af all, 


And then I concluded my Letter with theſe 
Words; ſo that you ſee, Sir, the Debate be- 
tween us may be reduced to this fngle .9ueſ- 
$168, | „ 

Whether it can be true of the fame Event, 
at the ſame time, both that it WILL BE, 
and yet MAY NOT BE ? Or, in other Words; 

Whether there be any ſuchb Things as FL. 
TURE or CERTAIN CONTINGENCIES ? 

I inftanced in Adams Fall; Whether it 
could be both ever irue, that he would fall; 
and yet really true, that he might have pre- 0 
wented his Fall? My Opinion was, There is a \ 
Neceſſity either to deny the real Poſſibility | + 

E 
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of his fanding; or to deny the eternal Cer- 
tainty ot his Falling. As the Afirmative is 
what they hold in both, the Proot lies at their 
Door: Yet LI deſign'd (I told Mr. N.) an | 


endeayour to cvince, That their Side of the 
Queſtion could not be proved; nay, that the 


& all the World muſt ſoon be of my Opinion; 


% any Oppoſition to what I call my main 


© This therefore E ſhall now apply my ſelf to. 


Hir, 
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Fir 25. That the Afrmatiue cannot be pro- 


ved; vis. That a Thing can be both future, 


and yet contingent ; Or, What will mn, 
be, and yet may never be. 

There are fx different Ways, whereby 
Truth may be let into the Mind. Theſe are. 
uſually diſtributed into that of Sen/e, Conſci- 
ouſneſs, Intel Ugence, In/piration, Faith, and 
Reajon. 

The Dictates of SENSE relate only to out- 
ward and preſent Objects, ſuch as are uni ted 
unto the Organ: But what will be is ſome- 
thing ab/ent and 3% come. 

80 again, we are conscious of Nothing but 
of what is preſent and withia us; and ſo, that 
we feel by a kind of inward Sen/ation : But 
what ci be is ſomething without us, remo- 


ved to a Diftance from us, and is utterly un- 


capable of ſuch an Unzon. 

INTELLIGENCE is another Way by 
which we come at 774th: And thus we judge 
of the Agreement or Diſagreement of our 
Ideas, or of the Terms of a Propofition, by 


their own intrinſick and immediate Evidence : 


But that any can prevent what will be, is 
not to be known by ſuch an intuitive View. 
The very Diſputes which are about it, ſhew 
that it is no Maxim os , Principle. 

For my own Part, T have view'd the Terms 


round and round again, and the Fyuth of the 


Propoſition is ſo far from being ſelf-evident, 


that the bright and conyincing Evidence is 


wn on Ge RY * 5 
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by Evidence of any Lrüti It any ud 


Light and Impreſſion they come to know, that 


pou know, arites wholly from Tefimony: 


to be but fallible, and many times contradic- 


leis that, contingent Events aic certain. Bendes 
as human Jefim reaches . properly unto 


It to be harmonuus alid infallille; that what 


then for, this very Kea.un, what it aſſures us 
with be, cannot but be, and nut be; and ſo 


INSPIRATION is what, J preſume, none 
will pretend unto. As for, my ſcelf, 1 mut, 1 
own, utterly duciaim this /#pereor ad heave n- 


challenge it, and lay, that it is by this Sort of 


ſome Events are both future ana contingent, 
what will be and yet. way. not be, ict cuem 
produce their Credentials, ana prove the Kee 
yelation Dzuzze, and the Work is done. 
Then as to the Evidence of Fazth.; this, 


Now Teitimony is either / #w4an or divine. 
Human Leitimony is allowed on both ſides 


0%; and can prove nothing certain, much 


Facts only, aud as none, I luppoie, ever prey 
tendęd they have in Iadt prevented what 
du be; to, no Certainty on he jf fide of the 
Qucition can poſſibly ariſe from this Quarter. 

As to the YVefizony. of God, all ſides grant 


it decl ares to be true, cannot be untrus. But 


cc es to be contingent. Not id mention that 


Cucitions of../ of vilii 'Y (as Lr. H aterland ob- 
Jerves. in anotjicr Cuitroverty,) muit- always 


take Place of Fnquiries into Sure. So that 


(+ 4 worthy .Coneffonduat juitiy remarks) 
it i 4 t ter "uf fopng, to lay, that any 
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& Words of Scripture do contain ſuch ahſolute 
& Prophecies of FUTURE EVENTS, which 
« yet are /uppoyjed CONTINGENT. For 
« till the Notion can be made appear poſſible, 
cc it is (as he goes on) begging the Jue/tion, 
« to ſay, the Scriptures contain iuch abjelute 
« Prophecies”. And that the Polubility 
cannot be demonſtrated, neither from ſcripture 
Declarations nor from ſcripture Propheczes, 
I have, I think, tufficicntly proved already in 
my Eſſay, p. 69, and 7. I'll venture to tran- 
ſcribe the Paragraphs, and caſt them into the 


Margin; tho' I thon'd run the Ri/que of giv- 


ing my worthy Brother another dyrfezt, or 
provoke his Reverend and learned Friend to 
tell the World again of my SOFT ECHO'S 
or ESSAY REPEATED. * 1 
; . ut 


1 * 
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* « It 5 not, I freely allow, any reaſonable Objection | 


46 Fog reccived Notion * Divine Preſcience or 


ore-knowledge, that it is e our Reaſon. But then 


there is a wide Difference between being alote and contrary 


te to Reaſon. If Revelation doth every where affirm, that the 
= ſinful Acts of the Creature's Will, ſo far as it is accountable, 
« are free, and what the Creature might have prevented, it can 


| © never be true from Revelation that they were nt free, or 


c what it cou'd not bave prevented. A ſiuful Act or Action 
« can no more he free and not free at the ſame time, than the 
<« Divine Being can be hey and net bely, God and net God. 
«© Therefore whatever Revelation Says or Prophecies of ſuch 
« Acts or Acions, it can never amount to this; that whilft 
e they are free, they are not free, What, to be free, and 
« [yet] to be abſolutely determined to one ſide, and that before 
ce all Worlds! To be free, and yet to be as unable to Ack 
otherwiſe, as to make certain Knowledge to be uncertain, 
« or to make a true Prediction falſe / arch "5 it ſelf is not 
£ leſs free than ſucha Freedom. p. 69, 73. Cay. ſo in ano- 
ther Place. | . 1 


* 
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« Then as to what is infinuated converniky Scripture Pro 
te phecies ; I readily allow, that every ſuch Prophecy is not 
« only true, but infa/libly true, in the Senſe of the Prophecy. 
c But then, is it not much ſafer for this very Reaſon, ro ſup- 
„ poſe, that what is abſolutely fore told, no longer depends 
« upon the Liberty and free Pleaſure of the Creature, whether 
it ſhall be or no? Or, what doth yet depend upon the 
ce Liberty or free Pleaſure of the Creature, whether it ſhall 
* exiſt or not, is only conditionally foretold. If by an A@tion's 
4 heing leſt to the Freedom of Man's Will, we mean, that it 
LEY left unto a Principle, which is ahſolutely unfixed unto either 
« ſide as yet, but which has a real Power to ſix it (elf eitber 
« way; and if by the Subject of an ixfallible Prediction or 
« [atſeluts} Prophcey, we intend ſomething that is a/ſo/utely 
« fixed one Way; then we undertake to prove by Screptire 
« Prophecies, that the ſame Action or Evert may be both fixed 
« and xnfixed at the ſame time, or that a flat Contradiction is 
« true. And ſo at this Rate of Arguing, I and you may 
* both u iel differ about theſe Things, and yer be both in the 
« Right and of one Aind . 3. ), 8. Elay. 
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But if the ruth of their Aſſertion is not to 
be diſcovered any of the former Ways, it muſt 
be by REASON, or not at all: Which teach- 
es us to draw one Truth from another by 4 
natural and jus Method of Argument. But 
now, if this Propoſſtion [It is poffible to pre- 
vent what will be] be the Concluſion; 
what are the Prem/es, that muſt ſhew it ? 
Let them try the Experiment a thouſand / 
Times, and they will certainly find, the very 
Arguments which prove the one, _—_ 'the 

other. Witneſs theſe Gentlemen's Mediums 
from ab/olute Predictious, and infallible Fore- 
knowledge *. TO Þ * 
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* /id, Mr. N', Letter, P. 23, 34+ Mr. B. Letter, P. 63, 
64, 77, 78. | | e fe 
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' Theſe Gentlemen ſuppoſe there are future 
Contingencies; elſe how can God foreknow 
them ? Thev are of Opinion, for Inſtance, that 
all thoſe Thoughts, Volitions, Words and Ac- 
tions for which we are accountable, were free 
and contingent, and yet future; what we had 
a Power to prevent, tho they certainly would 
be. Now the Topics from Rea/on to make 
out this marvelous Potwer, muſt (I conceive) 
be ſome one or more of theſe four. Either 
they can ſhew that THE PREVENTING 
WHAT WILL BE has been done, or that 
it 2v4lÞ be done, or how it may be done, or at 
leaſt can aſſign fome valuable Rea/ons, why 


ſuch a Power ſhould be communicated to Man. 3 


But all, I preſume, are agreed that none 
have done it. And yet if every free Agent 
had, in ten thouſand Inſtances, the Power; 
s it not a little ſtrange that not one of all the 
Myriads in the Univerſe ſhould take it in his 
Head to exert this Power? If Mr. N. has 
any Atchievements of ſuch a Kind to boaſt ef; 
I hope he will not ſay, he is but ONE of the 
many THOUSANDS, who have done the like: 
He is, I durſt aver, the only one (excepting, 
perhaps, his Reverend and learned Friend) 
who ever attempted to perform ſuch Wons 
ders. 5 

But before we will allow them the Advan- 
tage of the old Proverb, 64 
What has been done, way be done: Mr. 
B. and Mr. N. HAVE prevented what WILL 
SE: Therefore what will be, may be pre- 
| Weg: | | vented 
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vented. Before we allow it, it is but reafog : 


able (I ſay) that the Evidence of the Tacte 
ſhould bear tome Proportion to the Greatnejs 
of the Exploits. It is but fit, they thouid 
certify the Tius and Place, when and where 
they acquit themielves with 1o much Dexte- 
rity; and the rather, becaule to prevent what 
will be, is to make that it Will not be; and 
then it would be 7r#e that it with be, and 
true that it will not be; tiue and not true. 


As none have done it, 10 it is, I'm confident, 


beyond the 1 [anguine Conſtitution to hope 


it ever ill be done. Every Man ſtands con- 
vinced in his own Breaſt, that what vs// be, 
is no more to be prevented, than what mut 


be, Was he told, it is a future Contingency, 
what may not be, tho' it will be ; up, and 
try to, Prevent it. Would he not either laugh 
or forin M here is the Man that looks upon 


the moſt valuable Intereſt, as worth a Straw, 


that really. depends upon this magical Power 
co prevent what will be ? 


Was it poſſible to be done, there N 


doubtleſs, be a certain Modus or Manner for 


the doing it. But none ever had the Vanity 


to teach HOW it may be done. And yet if 


eyery free Agent has the Power, is it not a 


little marvellous, that not one of them ſhould 
be either conſcious: of ſuch a Power, or of the 
Way baw it may be exercis'd? If theſe Gen- 


tlemen have hit upon the Secret, tho! it mayn t 
K adviſeable to impart the W hole of ſuch a 
* My ſtery to the World; yet to com- 


municate 
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municate 0. nuch, as may convince others, 
tie . have ali uuliy found this Philoſoph ers 
Stone, is but expeuicnt, was it only to induce 
Mankind to bid up for the Knowledge of ſo 
furprizing an Art; How in the twinkling of. 
an Eye, to turn what wil} be into what Will 
8 OD ; PEER 
As no one knows ho to prevent what wi 
be; neither can any ſhew, what valuable 
Tui po, es iuch a Power can jerve. For after 
all our ooaſted Ai ities to prevent tuch Events, 
yet ſtill chey ws be notwithitanding, altoge- 
ther the lame, as if there had been no fuch 
Power to hinder them. Let it be once true 
that the unhappy Creature Will Sin and be 
miſerable-; alas, what will his / oer to pre- 
vent them avail ! His Sin and Damnation are 
as unavoidable now, as it the contrary bad 
been never 10 2mpofible. For being now 
known that they u be, they now anf be, 
muſt infallibly be, thete Gentlemen themielves 
being judges . I do but think, with 'what 
hellith Shricks and ditpairing Cries this wretch- 
ed Worid wou'd be filled, if Men were per- 
naded that all their Hopes of winning HEA- 
VEN, or e caping the Vengeance of ETERNAL 
FIRE, did really depend upon the ſeeble # owey 
of preventing what will be! Now what End 
the Belief ot tuch a Power can terve, | which 
no Man ever did, or ever Will uſe; that we 
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* Via. Mr. N“, Letier, p. 33. Mr. B. Letter, p. 63. 
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know not how-to uſe, and which cannot 
poſlibly ſerve any beneficial Purpoſes unto them 
that have it,] I cannot imagin, unleſs it be to 
make the Head giddy with gaging upon the 


airy Phantom, or the Body lean with wond- 


Pg at ih 


aving thus ſhewn, That the Affirmative 
of the Queſtion cannot be proved; | ſhall now 


make it appear, That the Contradiction to it 
is trae and demon/frable ; Viz. That it is im- 


Zoffible 10 pr event what will be. Or, (ac- 


cording to the Title of my Letter) That what 
Wilt he, mißt he; Or, That future Cont ingen- 
cies are no Conti ingencies. „ 

This being the Hinge upon which the whole 


Controverſy doth turn, the Reader -Will bear 


with me, if I put my rf Argument into 
Form: By which means the Sophifry, if any, 
Will be mere :calily deteed ; Or, it my Rea- 


ſoning be ja and conclyfrue, the Force of it 


(at leaft | to Men of Letters) will be more 
clearly diſcerned. And this I ſhall the rather 
do, not only in Imitation of Mr. B's Example, 


who begins with a HMlogiſin, but becauſe as 


Mr. N. impatiently expetis my Arguments, 


** end. 10 He hopes I will remember that nothing bis 


p. 10. 


; Therefore what vl be, mußt be. 


Denon ration will, as the caſe now fands, 


be abcepted. The Point to be proved, is, 
That what will be, muſi be; ane 
fberefore is not contingent. 

My Argument is This; 


What sant be prevented, wif be: 


But what 2020þ be, can't be prevented: 1 


The 


* 
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The Age is ſelfrevident: The Minor 1 | 
prove thus 

If it be a Contradifion to prevent what 
will be, what will be can't be prevented: 
But it is a Contradiction to prevent. wm 
evil} be: 
Therefore what ul] be, can be 1 
Here again it is only the Autecedeut that 
needs any Proof, which I thus demonſtrate; 


To ſuppoſe it both true that an Event will © 


be, and yet not true that it Will be, is 6 

Contradiction. 
But to prevent what a be, ſuppoſes i IF 
both true that it ai be, and not true n 

it wilh be; 

Therefore to prevent what will be, is 2 
Contradittion, _ 
The Fruth of the Minor, if e any fur- 
ther Evidence, may be thus made out; : 
To prevent what will be, is to ſuppoſe fir 
that it is true that it Tv/// be; (otherwite you 
don't prevent what will be) and then that it 
is not true that it will 2} be: For if you 
prevent what will be, it is nom true that it 
vill not be. And if it be now true that it 
_w not be, it is no longer trus that it Wile 
Thus you ſee, Sir, it is ſtrictly 2 
ble, that what will be, muß, he; or, that fu- 
tyre Contingencies are ua Contingencies: And 
therefore that ſuch Events as are both futurs 
and contingent, are a mere Chimæra, a Nun- 
be a Tontradiction in in adj elo, Ideas 
B 2 that 
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Beftroy one another, are no Object of Know. 
ledge ; and conſequently that ine 4 orekuow; 
ledge theie Gentlemen contend for, lin iup- 
potes that an Event un, be, and Liberty 


which iuppoles it may not be, cannot be ailci e- 


ed without a manifeſt Cuni radict iun. Since 
both ſides are agreed, if 604: ing ent Events be 
not certain; it is not K nανν,EGu auge, much lels 
any Herfectiun in Knowicuge view them as 
—A e | 

Betides, -I would ask; Why can't we recal 
what's paß? But becauic to reudb it, is 10 
make it not pat; and io it woulda be both 
paft and not put. Why can't we binder what 
75 * But becauic to binder it, is to wake that 
it is not; and fo it wouid be ine that it 25, 
and yet trus that it is not. Why can't ve 
do the thing that is zmpofible * Bur becauic 
to do it, is to prove that it 1 oH bie; and io 
it would be both poftble and 1.pufible. For 
the ſame Rcaſon it 1s, that none fan prevent 
what wil bez becauic to prevent it, 1s to 
make that it vill not be; and 10 fru and not 
true that it W1li be. ox ; 


Again, what will be is certain, by their 
_ own Acknowicdgment |. No, if what is 


— 
* 


* What Appearance of x: Contradiction, ſays Mr. N. is 
there in ſuppoſing that ſome Things © might be }ypotbetically 
« necefſary (or certain, as } ſhould rather chuſe to call them) 
and yet, at the ſame time corimpent, Append. p. 12.“ $6 
Mr. B. paß 75. % This Foreknowledge deno es the Cer- 
© tainty of the Event, that the Creature will fin. Again, 
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ledge, and his In 
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certain may be prevented, then what is cers 
tam niay deceive us; and lo there is no ure 
Lependence uon any Thing. Von't the 
{trike at all Religion at once, whether reveal. 
ed or natural, and let in a F ioOd of Scepticr/ia | 
upon us, when they contenu that what is cer- 
tain, may not be:? 4} 
Wat God foreknows will be, can't be pre- 
vented; ( tacy tneinizives allow *.) And 
in.iced ii the WILL night or cou d incline o- 
ti er wiie than God foreſa do, his Fore-knozw- 
ledge (as has been ubicrved from Mr. Clark- 
Jon, Eſſay, p. 75.3 would not be infallible; 
for that excludes not only actual Error, but a 
Foſſibility of it. But what wwl be, God 
for:knows will be, by the Conteflion of both 
Parties: Therefore what du be, can't be 
Pre vent ed. 1599 3 
« toreknowledge, in the Order of our Ideas, 


(as Mr. B. nghtly obierves) mould be conſi- 


« dered as /uh/equent to the Truth and Rea- 
« /ity of the Event which is the Object ot it; 
« 10 that — it is, lays he, only becauic it will 
« be, that it is forcknown.” p. 65. So Mr. N. 
« A thing doth not, becauic it is knawn, 
come to pats; but becauie it was to come 


1 


* © An Event, ſays Mr. N becauſe it is foretrocun, mu 
* infallidly be. Lt. * 33. Tae Perfection of God's Know- 

allibili:y, ſays Mr. B. make ir a moral 
* Impoſhbility that he ſhould be decetved. And by conſe- 
« quence an Action foreknown by God will as certainly 


tome to pafs, as if it was pre-determin'd abſolutely ; or ſo, 
© as that in the phyſical, impulſive Senſe it muſt and Zaniot 


to 


"I, 14) 


to paſs, therefore it was foreknown”. Letter, 


ag. 33. Now I argue thus; Ii the Truth and 


eality be, that the Event wi be, or, chat 


the Thing was to come to pajs ; then a Power 
to prevent it, is a Power to turn ruth into 
Falſbood, and Reality into an Eus rationis, or 
what was to come to pals, into what fall 
' Sever come to pals. 

Once more; That a phy/icas iNegefity de- 
ſtroys the Freedom of the Will, and is incon- 
ſiſtent with Liberty, theſe Gentlemen them- 


ſelves allow *. But the hypothetical iNeceſ- + 


 fty they contend for F, is to all Intents and 
Purpoſes, in this Controverſy, the lame with 
a phyſical Neceſſity, and deſtroys the Freedom 
of the Will as much; (or, which is all one, 
ſuppoſes it as much deſtroyed) and conſequent- 
ly is as inconſiſtent with Liberty. For, as 


what we promiſe conditionally, the Condition 


being perform d, binds as much as if we had 


promited it ab/olutely ; fo what is hy potheti- 
cally or conditionally neceſſary, the Condition 


being /uppo/ed, is as neceſſary go, as if it 


had been ab/olutety neceſſary; (for, by a phy- 
cal they muſt mean 10 abſolute Neceſſity, 
when they oppoſe it to what is an Hypot heti- 
cal or conditional Neceſſity.) Thus ; Is it 


true? If God be u, a Day of Judgment is 


neceſſary - Then, on Suppoſition that he be 
juſt, a Day of Judgment is now as neceſſary, 
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. B. þ. 60, Mr, N. Let. pag. 30. 
+ Ar. B. 5. 62. Mr. N Lis J. 34. 


— 

_ 4h, * c den i 4 
, * , : 

a - — 6.4 


222 
——— — — 


. ˙ 1 W ˙ worth A066 a as 


3 
* 
* 


—_ wm” ys *" SS YwwF ”» V9 car” 


(15) 
as if it had been in the moſt ahſolute, or (What 
they call) phyſical Senſe neceſſary. Beſides, 
what can we infer from theit phy/ffcal Neceſ- 
fity of Actions, againſt the Freedom of the 
Will, more than this, now they waf# be, they 
cannot but be © Why, the Neceſſity that may 
be drawn from God's eternal Foreknowledge 


of our Actions, which they plead for, and call Mr 2 
 bypothetical, implies as much, viæ. That the #7 


Actions thus foreknown' will as certainly come 
10 paſs, as if in the phyſical, inpulſive Senſe 
they muff be, and cannot but be. So that up- 
on both Suppoſitions the Liberty of the Crea- 
ture to his or that; to act or not act, is 
ena gene. 


'- Pur it may be ſaid, if fufare Contingencies 
be a Comradiction; if it can't be true of the 


ſame Event, at the ſame time, both that it 
will be, and yet may not be; if both can't be 
true, which of them 7s true, with reſpect to 
the accountable Thoughts, Volitions, Words 
and Actions of the rational Creature ? Muſt 
we give up their Contingency, or muſt we give 
up their Futurity or Certainiy? I have choſen 


the latter, and maintain that the free Actions 


&c. of the Creature were not always future, 
what won'd certainly be, but only poſſible 
from Eternity, what night or might not be; 
and conſcquently, that God view'd- them only 
as poſſible, and not as future. For it theie 


4 two Things were really inconſiſtent, and 


* cou'd by no means be reconciled; it wou'd 
4 follow, (ſay the greateſt Adyocates for that 
3 « Notion) 
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646 ) 
. Notion) not, that ens Actions Were. mat 
« free; (ior tnat wou'd deſtroy all. Religion, 
4 and 5 away all the — Attributes of 
«. God at once ;) But on the other Side, it 
% word follow. that uch free Attions as 
« Mens arc, and without which rational 
Creatures cou d. not be rational Creatures, 
« were not the Objects of the Divine Fore- 
0 knowledge ” (or were not future,] „And 
« in ſuch Caſe, it wou'd be no more a Dimi- 
« nution of God's Ouniſcience, lay they, not 
“ to-kngwy things impoſſible and contradictory 
e to be known; then it is a Diminution of 
«© his Onnipotence, not to be able to do things 
« impoſlible, and. contradictory to be done. 
And were we to err in this matter, it we re 
P. infinitely more ſafe (even in our fallen State) 
to err on the fide of Liberty than againf it. 
For to entertain my Reader again with 
what Mr. BIi/s calls a /oft Eccho out of my 
Eſſay (for who wou'd invent nem Arguments 
for Invention fake, when old Arguments lie un- 
anſwered) if we are not free, but wholly paſ- 
e, it can do us no hurt to think 56 tree. 
What I am under a Necefity to do and be, 1 
ſhall d and be notwithitanding ; nay, this 
very Belief that Lam free, will be as neceſſary 
y. Thing elle, with all the affſicti ve 

Thoug houghts tha arite from an apprebendedabu/e 
of my Freedom. But if we are really free, 
and think we have no Freedom, it may do us 


* Ke Dr. 8 Clarke“: . „e by Dr. 3 Ciarke, ovl. 1 Is 
zag; * ar, Me OP { a 


— 


| much 


-13) 
much Hurt, it may turn to our infinite Hurt, as 
it may tempt us to neglect that Part upon which 


Life and Immortality depend. Ay, it may not 


only prove an Injury to curſelves, but to the 
World about us, whilft thoſe valuable Talents, 
which were given for the publick Good, are ei- 
ther wickedly imploy'd againſt it, or ſlothfully 
buried, for want of a vigorous and timely Re- 
ſiſtance againſt the Fleſh, the World, and the 

Devil : Befides, the m of our Liberty in plea- 
ding aginſt 1 e of Liberty, may betray 
the unthinking World with which we live, in- 
to an indolent and ruinous Stupidity, in the 
Matters of eternal Life, whilſt they are led to 
commit the1nfiniteConcernments of their Souls 
to the immediate and ſole Conduct of the Spirit 
in the neglect of that Part upon which his pro- 
miſed Help and the Succeſs of the whole depend. 


To mention nothing here of the innumerable 


temporal Advantages that particular Perſons, 
private Families, or more publick Societies may 


loſe; or the temporal Rvilsthey may ſuffer by the 


unvirtuous InaCtivity, or vicious Compliances, 


which the Belief of ſuch a mechanick paſſive 


Principle, as the want of Liberty in the Crea- 


ture, may introduce into the rational World. 


The Caſe ſtanding thus, it mayꝰnt be 18 


to look into the Arguments, whether from Re- 
ſien or Revelation, which have induced ſo many 


learned Perſons to give into this ahſurd and con- 
tradictory Notion, The Certainty of contingent 
Events; or that an Action may be certainly fu- 


ture, and yet free. — VNV. B. 


(18). 


N. B. The Publication of the Second Pare of this Appendix, 1 
have deferr'd a while, in expectation of Mr. MILL An's further 
Thoughts upon the Subject of the Divine Omniſcience; that it 
might be as complete and deeiſſve an Anſwer. as poſſible, to all the 
Arguments that have been offered, from either of the above Ty- 
pics. There I ſhall have an Opportunity to collef, to ſtate, and 
a their moſt plasſibl Reaſonings; and particularly to lay open 
the Fallacy of theſe that follow. As vrhen they argue, 


_ If, That fince it is in Fact true that ſuch and ſuch Actions have 
Been, it muſt therefore have been ever true, that they would be. 
.-- 2dly, That to foreknow an Event any Time before it comes to 
paſs, is attended with as great Difficulties, as an eternal Foreknow- 
edge of it. 5 1 | | 
| IS, If all Events be not eternally certain, ſome Events muſt 
depend upon Will and Pleaſure, 
Athly, That the Knowledge of a perfect Being canner encreaſe, tho 
the Truths that are known be ſtill encreaſmg. 
5thly, That tho' an Event cannot be contingent and neceſſary, yet 
be contingent and certain. | 
2 , That theſe Propoſitions, Ir is true that fuch an Event 
will be; It is true that ſuch an Event will not be, are as recall 
contradictory, as theſey, It is true, it will be; it is Bot 2110, 
will be. | Fg e 
7thly, That God cannot govern the moral World wikh MWzſlom, 
unleſs all their moral Acddions were eternally certain. | 
8thly, That an Event may be contingent in itſelf, and yet not / 
to the Divine Mind. | | BE l 
gthly, That becauſe we may dne in Tims, what another does, 
and yet not will it; therefore God may know FROM ETERNITY 
what Creatures do in Time, | tho? he never decreed it; and tho 
there was then nothing but his own Decres to know it from. 
iothly, That the Suppoſition of future Contingencies leaves the | 
—_ as unſpotted, as if no ſuch Contingencies were | 
tafel. 2 IF 


Such like Subtilties from the Topic of Reaſon, beſides ſeveral 
others that pretend to Revelation, the Reader will find particular! 
diſcuſsd in this Second Pars, and their Sophiſtry expoſed : whic 

will well deſerve the Conſideration of all ſuch, as deſire to go to 
the Bottom of this nice, difficult, and important Subject. 


it 


